In technical terms, 2 degrees Celsius represents the need put forth by climate scientists to limit the global average temperature increase to under 2 degrees if we as a planet are to stave off irreversible global warming and climate catastrophe. Despite objections from some quarters of those in attendance-such as from small island nations whose representatives fought for a more stringent 1.5-degree Celsius limit-the developed world promised USD$100 billion toward greener energy sources as part of radically addressing climate change, and the outline of what became known as The Paris Agreement was formally adopted as part of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (Domonoske, 2017) . The world was moving toward saving itself-or so we thought.
As scholars whose work, both collectively and individually, is focused on environmental concerns germane to sport and physical culture (see, e.g., Bunds, 2017; Bunds, Casper, Frey, & Barrett, in press; Bunds, Brandon-Lai, & Armstrong, 2016; Casper & Bunds, 2017; Casper & Pfahl, 2015; Casper, Pfahl, & McCullough, 2014) , we were well aware that the guidelines put in place would be difficult for every signatory to achieve (e.g., renewable energy sources). However, we believed the Paris Agreement to be a watershed moment in the climate change process, and were heartened to see 196 countries come together to agree on a framework to move forward. Not only that, the science and the process in which that science was rendered had undergone exhaustive review. To provide a sense of what we are talking about, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) developed three working groups to explicitly examine what could be done to understand the physical scientific aspects of climate change, the socio-economic and natural systems to climate change, and the options for mitigating climate change (see, e.g., www.ipcc.ch). The thoroughness of these reports cannot be understated: for example, in the Fifth Assessment Report, which was produced by the first working group (AR5; Stocker, 2014), there were more than 1,000 scientists nominated to participate from 63 countries, ultimately resulting in 600 contributing authors from 32 countries, 209 lead authors, 50 review editors from 39 countries, 2 million gigabytes of physical science numerical data on research related to climate change simulation models, and 9,200 scientific publications cited reviews finding systematic trends indicating that the climate is changing. For AR5, they selected scientists in May of 2010, produced two drafts of the report reviewed first by 659 expert reviewers from 47 countries who filed 21,400 comments, leading to a second draft that was reviewed by experts and government officials leading to 800 expert reviews from 46 countries and 26 governments leaving a total of 31,422 comments. After all of that, the working group distributed the final distribution to 32 governments for review and comments. Finally, the working group review was approved in September of 2013 by members of 195 governments (For more on the process see: http://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/ wg1/docs/WG1AR5_FactSheet.pdf). The final 1,552-page report "shows with 95 percent certainty that human activity is the dominant cause of observed warming since the mid-20th century" and "Each of the last three decades has been successively warmer at the Earth's surface than any preceding decade since 1850" (Stocker, 2014, p. v) .
Our point in relaying the processes above is that climate change science has not been done flippantly or with political bias. Climate change is an existential threat to the survival of humanity, and exhaustive scholarly attention has yielded concrete responses to this threat.
Hope is fleeting, however, and a little over two and a half years after we celebrated the victory for the environment, the following headline struck us like a lightning bolt: "I was elected to represent the citizens of Pittsburgh, not Paris." These now-famous words were spoken by U.S. President Donald Trump in a speech detailing how the United States would be withdrawing from the Paris Agreement. His speech, auspiciously given in the White House rose garden on June 1, 2017, does little in the way of impacting real change given the voluntary nature of the agreement in the first place, but Trump's words do hold power over decisions at the federal government level, with respect to domestic manufacturing, and in global relationships.
2 And, problematic for a democratic society, such a decision runs counter to prevailing public opinion in the U.S. over this very issue.
A survey done by Marlon, Howe, Mildenberger, and Leiserowitz (2017) at Yale University indicates that 70% of U.S. citizens believe global warming is happening, yet only a simple majority (53%) believe it is caused mostly by human activities. Perhaps most importantly, 82% of people believe there should be policies in place to fund research into renewable energy, 75% believe CO2 should be regulated as a pollutant, and 66% believe they policy should require utilities to produce 20% electricity from renewable sources (Marlon et al., 2017) . More generally, opinion polls find that people in the U.S. are concerned about INTRODUCTION the environment as they go about their daily lives-as many as 75% according to one recent poll (Pew Research Center, 2016 , as cited in Anderson, 2017 . Globally, concern about the environment is growing at a rapid rate, with GfK's Consumer Life Worldwide Study of people in 18 countries finding that 34% of people indicate environmental pollution is one of the three things they are most concerned about (Kenyon, 2017). As Kenyon reports "this is up from 26% in 2011 and is now the #3 concern behind 'money enough to live right and pay the bills' (36% in 2016) and 'inflation and high prices'" (35% in 2016).
As noted above, there is good reason for the growth in concern amongst the general populace. And to put it in simple terms, as University College London professor of geophysical and climate science Bill Maguire-a contributor to the IPCC report-has stated, climate change could result in more earthquakes and stress on the Earth's crust: "The bottom line is that through our climatechanging activities we are loading the dice in favour of escalating geological havoc at a time when we can most do without it" (quoted in Poon, 2015) . Both the IPCC report and McGuire's comments indicate that there exists a global responsibility to stop these trends that are creating significant and problematic climate change.
Enter Sport
By now, the reader might be asking, where is sport in this debate? Mallen, Stevens, and Adams (2011) report in their analysis of research on environmental sustainability in sport journals that sport is not immune from the responsibility of protecting the environment. Indeed, sport is not separate from the environment (Pfahl, 2013), and sport results in a disproportionate consumption of raw materials, worsening of traffic and traffic-related air pollution, draining of local water supplies, and challenges around waste disposal (Grant, 2014) . In one aprocryphal example, Lefebrve (2013) reported how on game day Cowboys Stadium in Texas consumes more electricity than the West African country of Liberia does on a typical day.
3 Despite such alarming cases, McCullough, Pfahl, and Nguyen (2016), as well as Casper and Pfahl (2015) , note that sport teams have recently begun to address the responsibility of taking care of the Earth. And, as Sartore-Baldwin and McCullough (in press) suggest, sport organizations can serve as ecologically just exemplars for other industries as well through their respective endeavors to promote and actuate sustainability measures.
As this research shows, sport scholars have begun to examine what sport leagues and organizations are doing to address environmental issues (Trendafilova, Babiak, & Heinze, 2013) . Indeed, sport and physical culture related to the environment has been examined from the perspective of the impact of fracking on physical activity (Kellison, Bunds, Casper, & Newman, 2017) , athletic department sustainability efforts (Casper, Pfahl, & McCullough, 2014) , the attachment of running participants to water charity causes (Bunds, Brandon-Lai, & Armstrong, 2016) , undergraduate sport management students environmental behaviors (Casper & Pfahl, 2012) , the golf industry (Millington & Wilson 2013 , 2016a , 2016b , the Olympic Games (Hayes & Karamichas, 2012; Karamichas, 2013; Miller, 2017) , and motives to participating in green management practices in sport (Babiak & Trendafilova, 2011) , Despite the important research done heretofore within the field, we believe there remains a need for critical engagement from the field of sport sociology examining the larger concerns for the interaction between sport, physical culture, and the environment. With this Special Issue, we hope to draw attention to the ways that sport sociologist can and should engage with the connections between sport, physical culture, and the environment. In this way, we hope that the Special Issue serves as a call to arms to engage in critically examining the connections between sport, physical culture, and the environment and considering what ought to be-the future that is not yet-in terms of how environmental concerns can be addressed in ways that benefit all community members.
Sociology of Sports' Engagement With the Environment
In the introduction to a 2009 Journal of Sport and Social Issues special issue on "Sport, Environmentalism, Land Use, and Urban Development", Mincyte, Casper, and Cole (2009) note that, despite an increase of interest in the mainstream on issues of "greening", sport sociologists had theretofore contributed little 4 to understanding the important connection of, "sports as sites where economies and industries intersect with biophysical worlds" (p. 105). The articles in their special issue do a laudable job of connecting environmental justice and sport sociology and calling upon sport sociologists to take an active role on this issue. Again in 2010, the Journal of Sport and Social Issues published a special issue on golf courses that touched upon environmental issues with objection to golf course development in Singapore by the Nature Society of Singapore (Neo, 2010) , environmental concerns surrounding golf course development in Greece (Briassoulis, 2010) , and the power of "green" discourse on golf course development (Perkins, 2010) . Since this time, scholarship on sport and environmental issues has increased in marketing, management, health, tourism, and business fields, yet with the exception of a handful of scholars, has not made similar inroads within the sociocultural field of sport studies.
Of special note, these major interventions include Millington and Wilson's (2016a) book, The greening of golf: Sport, globalization and the environment, which stands as striking critical examination of golf course management and the environment; Hayes and Karmichas' (2012) book, Olympic Games, Mega-Events, and Civil Societies: Globalization, Environment, Resistance, which is a timely and necessary collection of essays that includes a concern for the environmental issues surrounding mega-events and sustainable development; Karamichas' (2013) book, The Olympic Games and the Environment, which is a cross-national study that utilizes environmental sociology to examine the Olympic Games; and Miller's (2017) book, Greenwashing Sport, which critically examines the carbon footprint of sport and environmentally hazardous practices and processes through an examination of motor racing, association football, and the Olympics. To this list we would also add our own work; specifically, the book Sport, Politics, and the Charity Industry: Running for Water (Bunds, 2017-in which the author became a donor, ran a half marathon, worked with four water development organizations on three continents, and interviewed runners, fundraisers, donors, organizational management, and people on the ground implementing water systems in order to examine the links between water charities, charity running events, and water development projects in the United Kingdom, United States, Canada, and Africa-and Casper and Pfahl's (2015) edited book, Sport Management and the Natural Environment: Theory and Practice, which endeavors to look beyond the managerial implications of sport and environmental concerns to include discussions on the impact of fans, policy, and society.
With the National Resource Defense Council's (NRDC) focus on sport and environmental sustainability and the formation of the
